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DETAILED ACTION 
Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 112 

1 . The following is a quotation of the second paragraph of 35 U.S.C. 112: 

The specification shall conclude with one or more claims particularly pointing.out and distinctly claiming the 
subject matter which the applicant regards as his invention. 

2. Claims 1-4 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as being indefinite for 
failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as 
the invention. 

3. Claim 1 recites the limitation "the order reception information". There is insufficient 
antecedent basis for this limitation in the claim. 

4. Regarding claims 1, 2 and 3, the phrase "such as" renders the claim indefinite because it 
is unclear whether the limitations following the phrase are part of the claimed invention. See 
MPEP § 2173.05(d). 

5. Claims 3 and 4 recites the limitation "the information". There is insufficient antecedent 
basis for this limitation in the claims. 

6. It should be noted that the claims are drawn to a system, which is limited to the structural 
limitations of the system and the capabilities there of 

7. With respect to Claim 2: The applicant states in the preamble that the invention is 
directed to a system. Claim 2, then claims" reading the delivery source information. . which is 
a positive recitation of a method step, therefore causing it to be unclear if the claim is directed to 
a system or a method. 
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Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 101 

8. 35 U.S.C. 101 reads as follows: 

Whoever invents or discovers any new and useful process, machine, manufacture, or composition of matter, or 
any new and useful improvement thereof, may obtain a patent therefor, subject to the conditions and 
requirements of this title. 

Claim 2 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 101 because 32 USC 101 requires that in order to be 
patentable, the invention must be a "new and useful process, machine, manufacture or 
composition of matter...." Applicant's Claim 2, appear to be attempting to embrace or overlap 
two different statuary classes, as set forth in 35 USC 101. the claims begin by disclosing a 
system with structural limitation, then claim a positive method step of "reading". 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 102 

9. The following is a quotation of the appropriate paragraphs of 35 U.S;C. 102 that form the 
basis for the rejections under this section made in this Office action: 

A person shall be entitled to a patent unless - 

(e) the invention was described in (1) an application for patent, published under section 122(b), by another filed 
in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent or (2) a patent granted on an application for 
patent by another filed in the United States before the invention by the applicant for patent, except that an 
international application filed under the treaty defined in section 351(a) shall have the effects for purposes of this 
subsection of an application filed in the United States only if the international application designated the United 
States and was published under Article 21(2) of such treaty in the English language. 

10. Claims 1 and 2 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 102(e) as being anticipated by Guidice et al. 
(6,463,420). 

1 1 . With respect to Claim 1 : Guidice discloses a door to door parcel delivery information 
system (see abstract) comprising: 

a. Commodity information storage means (Column 2, lines 54-65, Column 3, lines 
56-65 and Column 4, lines 20-25); 
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b. Door-to-door parcel delivery information storage means (Steps 412 to 420 with 
corresponding detailed description) capable of storing: 

i. Billing amount (Column 4, lines 58-65); 

ii. Delivery state (Column 6, lines 40-67); 

c. Communication means which commimicates with an external device (Column 5, 
lines 21-37); 

d. Processing means which controls all other means (Reference numeral 16 with 
corresponding detailed description). 

12. With respect to Claim 2: delivery source information storage means (Column 6, line 1- 
39). 

Claim Rejections - 35 USC § 103 

13. The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 

section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 

such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 

having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains, Patentability shall not be negatived by the 

manner in which the invention was made. V 

14. This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the 
claims under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various 
claims was commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any 
evidence to the contrary. Applicant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out 
the inventor and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later 
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invention was made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) 
and potential 35 U.S.C. 102(e), (f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

1 5. Claim 3 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Guidice. 

16. With respect to Claim 3: Guidice discloses the use of processing and door-to-door storage 
means, however fails to disclose the information stored is whether the billing amount is paid. 
However, the specific type of information stored being whether the billing has been paid is 
deemed to be nonfunctional descriptive material and is not functionally involved in the steps 
recited. The processing steps would be performed the same regardless of what type of material 
is being shipped. Thus this descriptive material will not distinguish the claimed invention from 
the prior art in terms of patentability, see In re Gulack, 703 F .2d 1381, 1385, 217 USPQ 401, 
404 (Fed.Cir.1983); In re Lowry, 32 F .3d 1579, 32 USPQ2d 1031 (Fed. Cir. 1994). 

17. Claim 4 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Guidice in view of 
Kadaba (6,539,360). 

18. Guidice discloses the use of shipping orders, however fails to disclose the items of the 
order are fragile articles or pets, and fails to disclose the delivery status is a state of the article or 
the pet. Kadaba discloses the use of a special handling item shipping and tracking system, which 
ships and tracks whether a package designated for special handling (such as fragile items. 
Column 6, lines 1-8) has been applied to the packages (see abstract). It would have been obvious 
to one having ordinary skill in the art at the time the invention was made to modify Guidice to 
include the tracking of special handling items, such as in Kadaba, in order to provide a system 
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which appHes special handling to fragile items at appropriate times and to determine if there is a 
reoccurring failure in the special handling of items. (See Kadaba Column 4) 

Conclusion 

19. The prior art made of record and not relied upon is considered pertinent to applicant's 
disclosure. Kintzer et al. (6,968,328) discloses the use of a tracking system for shipping 
packages, and Benzos et al. (7,006,989) discloses the use of a delivery and tracking system of a 
gift. 

Any inquiry conceming this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Jamisue A. Plucinski whose telephone nuniber is (571) 272-681 1. 
The examiner can normally be reached on M-Th (5:30 - 4:00). 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, John Weiss can be reached on (571) 272-6812. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would 
like assistance from a USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated 
information system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 
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